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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT 

AND TRADEMARK OFFICE RECEIVED 
Applicant: DOUGLAS D. OLSON CENTRAL FAX CENTER 

Serial No.: 10/693,784 MAR 0 6 2006 

Filed: 10/27/2003 " 

For: GAS-OPERATED GUNS WITH DEMOUNTABLE AND 

INTERCHANGEABLE BARREL SECTIONS AND IMPROVED ACTUATION 
CYLINDER CONSTRUCTION 
Exaininer: CHAMBERS, TROY Group: 3641 

ELECTION 

Commissioner of Patents 
And Trademarks 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 223 13-1450 

Sin- 
In i-esponse to the Examiner's Action mailed February 9, 2006, Applicant elects to 
pi-osccute with traverse Species B, directed to a gas-operated gun having a barrel defined by a 
breech end and a muzzle end (i.e., no plurality of interchangeable muzzle sections) with claims 
9, 10 and 14 readable thereon. 

Based on the restriction requirement. Applicant lists inventions readable thereon as 
follows: 

Species A : directed to a gas-opcrat ed gun having a barrel having a breech 5sec^ [^t^ 
defined by a breech front nortion and a breec h rear portion and a plurality oF demountable and 
interchangeable muzzle sections for claims 1-8 and 11-13. 

Species B : directed to a gas-operate d gun havinp; a barrel defined bv a breech end and a 
rouzzlo end fi.c.. no nluralitv of interchangeabl e muzzle sections'^ for claims 9. 1 0 and 1 4. 

Applicant agrees the subject invention covers different Jnyentions. However, applicant 
disagrees with the restriction for other reasons. 

A policy consideration behind a restriction requirement would suggest that separate 
inventions exists that inherently would include separate prior art searches, examinations, 
examiners, etc. 


PAGE 2»<IKVDAT3f6)2l»6 3:38:20PM (Eastern Standard ronel'SVR^^^ 


MAR-06-2006 ri9N.Q.4;57 PM BRIAN S STEINBERGER PA FAX NO. 321 633 9322 


P. 03 


Applicant; DOUGLAS D. Ol^ON 

Serial No,: 10/693,784 
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Examiner: CHAMBERS. TROY Group: 3641 


Tho examiner has not slated that separate scarehes and separate examiners and separate 
art units arc necessary to examine these inventions. 

Further, multiple examinations on these inventions would be repetitive and excessive. 
Separate prosecution can create an unnecessary financial burden for both the AppUcant and the 
Patent Office. If both of the Species, can be searched by tlie same art unit and further by tho 
same examiner, then having different cxarainera conduct separate searches and examinaUons 
would create an undue tune and financial burden on both the patent office and on the applicant. 

For these reasons, Applicant requests reconsiderdtion and withdrawal of the restriction 
requirement. 

In reference to the restriction requirement, AppKcant again wishes to make their election 
to prosecute the Species B. directed to a gas-operated gun having a batrel defined by a breech 
end and a muzzle cod (i.e., no plurality of inleirhangeable muzzle sections) for claims 9, 10 and 
14 with traverse. If further restrictions are merited, please let us know. 

Thus, for the above reasons, the restriction requh-oment is not proper and Applicant 
respectfully requests removal of the restriction requirement. 

Respectfully submitted; 


Date J/S/^C Cocoa. FL 32922 


Brian S. Steiiiberger, Esq, 
Registration No. 36, 423 
Law Offices of Brian S. Steinberger, P. A. 
101 Brevard Avenue 


TeIc5phone: (321) 633-5080 Fax: (321) 633-9322 
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